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objectionable in the language of the early Christian
writers about the Mother of our Lord, though possibly
it might not be their own; but the interval from this
language to that certain knowledge of her present
office in the economy of grace which is implied in
what Dr. Newman considers the "doctrine" about
her is a very long one. The step to the modern
" devotion" in its most chastened form is longer
still. We cannot follow the subtle train of argument
which says that because the " doctrine" of the
second century called her the "second Eve," there-
fore the devotion which sets her upon the altars of
Christendom in the nineteenth is a right develop-
ment of the doctrine. What is wanted is not the
internal thread of the process, but the proof and
confirmation from without that it was the right
process; and this link is just what is wanting, except
on a supposition which begs the question. It is
conceivable that this step from " doctrine" to
"devotion" may have been a mistake. It is con-
ceivable that the "doctrine" may have been held
in the highest form without leading to the devotion;
for Dr. Newman, of course, thinks that Athanasius
and Augustine held "the doctrine/3 yet, as he says,
"we have no proof that Athanasius himself had any
special devotion to the Blessed Virgin,73 and in
another place he repeats his doubts whether St.
Chrysostom or St. Athanasius invoked her; "nay,3'
he adds, "I should like to know whether St.
Augustine, in all his voluminous writings, invokes